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DETAILED ACTION 

Reopening of Prosecution/Withdrawal of Previously-Indicated Allowable Subject 

Matter 

1 . After reconsidering the prior art of record, namely the Kaneki et al reference, the 
Examiner has determined that a new ground of rejection should be made over the 
claims as filed on March 20, 2006. Therefore, the FINALITY of the rejection of the last 
Office Action, dated December 21 , 2005, and the indication of allowable subject matter 
has been WITHDRAWN. In view of the discovery of the above-cited art, 
PROSECUTION IS HEREBY REOPENED as set forth below. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 7 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim, namely claim 1 
which already includes a limitation of a filter element including particles of adsorbent 
distributed through the filter material. Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or 
amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the 
claim(s) in independent form. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 
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The Examiner believes that the addition of the word "like" to an otherwise definite 
expression extends the scope of the expression so as to render it indefinite. It is 
suggested that Applicant delete the word "rod-like" from this claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1 -3, 6-8, 11-13,16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kaneki et al (US. Pat. No. 6,568,402) in view of Aronoff et al (US. 
Pat. No. 5,107,866). 

Kaneki et al discloses nearly all that is recited in the claim since it teaches a filter 
assembly having two cylindrical filter elements arranged, in tandem, each of said 
elements including a filter material, 41 , 42 - filter 41 being a plain filter, and filter 42 
being a plain filter having activated carbon particles added thereto (corresponding to the 
claimed "charcoal filter"); wrapping material wound around each filter material element, 
43, 44 (corresponding to the claimed "wrapping paper"); and wrapper paper, 12 
(corresponding to the claimed "forming paper"), wound around the wrapping materials of 
the two filter elements to connect the two to each other. While there may be no specific 
discussion of adhesive provided between the wrapping material and the filter, and 
between the wrapping material and wrapping paper, it follows that one would have 
applied said adhesive in such manner as to secure the wrapping to the filter elements in 
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order to secure the elements together, as such is well-known - as evidenced by the 
Aronoff et al reference - which discloses that the adhesive material can be applied in a 
spiral manner (corresponding to the claimed "loop pattern") - if desired, or in a banded 
patter, see Fig. 3 (corresponding to the claimed "plurality of adhesive-applied parts 
arranged at intervals in an axial direction of the filter element"). Further, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
also applied the same adhesive between the two wrapping materials in order to further 
secure same to ensure the filter elements will be sufficiently positioned during smoking. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dionne Walls Mayes whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 1 195. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 7AM - 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steven P. Griffin can be reached on (571) 272-1 189. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free).l a . 
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